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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1 ) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

2. Claims 1,3,15 and 17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 02(e) as being anticipated 
by Shanahan [US. 2004/0148226]. 

Regarding claims 1 and 15, Shanahan discloses a method and a system for 
detecting potential theft, comprising: 

programmatically comparing data stored in a radio frequency identification 
(RFID) tag on merchandise to data written on a consumer carried sales receipt; and 

concluding that a potential theft is detected if the comparing step finds that the 
data stored in the RFID on the merchandise does not match the data written on the 
sales receipt (paragraph [0051]). 

Regarding claims 3 and 17, Shanahan ([0051]) discloses the data stored in the 
RFID tag comprises a unique item identifier (identification device) of the tagged 
merchandise. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
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3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 2 and 16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Shanahan in view of Hanna et al [US. 2004/0016796]. 

Regarding claim 2 and 16, Shanahan does not specify that the data written on 
the consumer carried electronic sales receipt is in the form of an RFID tag affixed to the 
sales receipt; Hanna et al teach storing financial transaction information including item 
ID, number of items, item dollar amount and dollar sum, etc. in an RFID tag affixed to a 
transaction receipt (592, fig. 69) for the convenient verification of the transaction 
([0258]-[0264]). It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention was made to implement the consumer carried electronic sales 
receipt of Shanahan using an RFID affixed financial transaction receipt of Hanna et al 
so that the RFID tag is affixed to the sales receipt providing more convenient by virtue 
of its smaller size. 

5. Claims 4-5 and 18-19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Shanahan in view of Ruppert et al [US. 5,640,002]. 

Regarding claims 4-5 and 18-19, Shanahan does not disclose in detail the 
identification information content of data stored in the RFID tag; Ruppert et al discloses 
the data stored in the RFID tag comprises a unique item identifier of the tagged 
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merchandise including serial numbers identifying the particular tag, the consumer 
product class code and the consumer product code, therefore the SKU and EPC are 
inherent (col. 22, lines 34-37; col. 37, lines 17-20). 

6. Claims 7, 21 and 23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) unpatentable over 
Shanahan and Hanna et al in view of Ruppert et al [US. 5,640,002]. 

Regarding claims 7 and 21 , Shanahan and Hanna et al combined disclose a 

r 

method and a system for preparing information usable in theft detection using RFID 
technology on a transaction receipt, comprising: 

reading, for each of one or more items presented for purchase, identifying 
information previously stored in an RFID tag affixed thereto (Shanahan [0051]); 

storing the identification information data in an RFID tag affixed to a transaction 
receipt (Hanna et al, 592, fig. 69). 

Shanahan and Hanna et al do not disclose computing a checksum from 
information read on the identification label; Ruppert et al teach it is well known in code 
scanning technique, a checksum is computed and stored along with information data to 
latter verify the validity of the data (col. 10, lines 19-30). It would have been obvious to 
one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention was made to implement 
the checksum technique as taught by Ruppert et al to Shanahan method and system to 
increase the reliability of information data written on the RFID transaction receipt. 
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7. Regarding claim 23, Shanahan, Hanna et al and Ruppert et al combined do not 
disclose remembering each item that was in the shopper's possession when the 
shopper entered an establishment, however known business practice at many stores 
(Best Buy, Costco, etc.) keep and remember items that are previously purchased by the 
shopper when he or she enters the store such that when the shopper arrives at the 
store exit check area, the receipt is checked against newly purchased items only so that 
the comparing and the concluding steps do not apply to the remembered items. Since 
this method of practice is known in manual scanning and theft checking stores, it would 
have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention was 
made to not include the shopper's previously owned items with the items to be checked 
(for example, write on the RFID tag affixed to the item, data indicating the item has been 
paid for; Ruppert et al, col. 36, lines 19-37). 

8. Claims 28 and 30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Shanahan similar to the rejection to the method and the system for detecting theft 
of claims 1, 3, 15 and 17 with a reason that to make the system function automatically in 
a store equipped with computer, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill 
in the art at the time of the invention was made a computer program product is 
obviously being implement. 

9. Claim 29 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Shanahan and Hanna et al similar to the rejection to the method and the system for 
detecting theft of claims 2 and 16 with a reason that to make the system function 
automatically in a store equipped with computer, it would have been obvious to one 
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having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention was made a computer 
program product is obviously being implement. 

10. Claims 31-32 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Shanahan and Ruppert et al similar to the rejection to the method and the system for 
detecting theft of claims 4, 5, 18 and 19 with a reason that to make the system function 
automatically in a store equipped with computer, it would have been obvious to one 
having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention was made a computer 
program product is obviously being implement. 

11. Claims 34 and 36 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Shanahan, Hanna et al and Ruppert et al similar to the rejection to the method 
and the system for detecting theft of claims 21 and 23 with a reason that to make the 
system function automatically in a store equipped with computer, it would have been 
obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention was made a 
computer program product is obviously being implement. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

12. The following is an examiner's statement of reasons for allowance: 

Claims 10-14, 24-27 and 37-40 are allowed over prior art of record because the 
cited references either alone or combined do not disclose the claimed invention: 

A method, a system or a computer program product for detecting potential theft 
using radio frequency identification (RFID) technology on a transaction receipt, 
comprising: 
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reading, for each or more items presented for purchase, identifying information 
previously stored in an RFID tag affixed thereto: 

computing a first checksum over selected portions of the identifying information 
that has been read for each item: 

storing the first checksum in an RFID tag affixed to a transaction receipt 
corresponding to the purchase: 

subseguentlv presenting one or more items and the receipt: 

determining whether the subseouentlv-presented items are associated with the 
receipt, 

computing a new checksum over corresponding identifying information for each 
of the one or more subseguentlv-presented items, wherein the identifying information for 
each of the subseguentlv-presented items is read from an RFID tag affixed thereto: and 

concluding that the subseguentlv-presented items are not associated with the 
receipt, if the checksum is not egual to the new checksum: and 

charging a fee for carrying out one or more of the computing, storing, and 
determining steps. 

The underline limitations are critical since it shows the method and the system of 
improvement. 

Any comments considered necessary by applicant must be submitted no later 
than the payment of the issue fee and, to avoid processing delays, should preferably 
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accompany the issue fee. Such submissions should be clearly labeled "Comments on 
Statement of Reasons for Allowance." 

13. Claims 6, 8-9, 20, 22-23, 33 and 35 are objected to as being dependent upon a 
rejected base claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all 
of the limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

Conclusion 

14. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Bauer et al disclose an inventory management system. [US. 2003/0216969] 
Smith et al disclose methods and systems for electronic receipt transmission 

and management. [US. 6,487,540] 

Goodwin et al disclose an EPL price verification system and method. [US. 

6,073,843] 

Swartz et al disclose a statistical sampling security methodology for self- 
scanning checkout system. [US. 6,672,506] 

Schwatz discloses a method and apparatus for spot checkout cashier operation 
in a store. [US. 3,878,365] 

Morrison et al disclose a retail system for allowing a customer to perform a retail 
transaction and associated method. [US. 6,382,357] 

Walter et al disclose a self-service checkout apparatus. [US. 5,992,570] 
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Van Solt discloses a method for spot-checking a client in a self-service store. 
[US. 5,397,882] 

Humble et al disclose a self-service distribution system. [US. 4,676,343] 
1 5. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Anne V. Lai whose telephone number is 571-272-2974. 
The examiner can normally be reached on 8:00 am to 5:30 pm, Monday to Thursday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Hofsass Jeffery can be reached on 571-272-2981 . The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 




